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and twenty'.1 It was noticeable that the influence of ministers,
lately so potent, was now insignificant, and that republicanism
survived as a political force in only a few small boroughs like
Hindon, where Ludlow obtained nineteen of the twenty-six
electors. The vast majority of the voters, however, chose the
candidates most favourable to the prompt return of the king.
For example, at Bridgnorth, Monck's letter recommending
Thurloe was not even divulged to the public because his local
supporters felt that Monck could not have contrived his own
election, much less Thurloe's, unless he had declared whole-
heartedly for the king.2 Even the honoured memory of John
Hampden could not secure the return of his son Richard for
Buckinghamshire.
When the time for parliament to assemble was at hand, the
question was not whether the king should be restored, for that
was inevitable, but whether any condition should first be im-
posed. Even before the death of Oliver Cromwell, some of the
presbyterian leaders had made the acceptance by Charles II
of the Newport Articles3 the price of their support, and they
now reverted to the same idea.   The earl of Manchester was
the natural head of the presbyterians, and he and the other
peers who had continued to sit until their house was abolished in
1649 had expected to re-enter parliament at the same time as the
excluded members of the commons, but Monck prevented this on
the ground that the army was still opposed to a house of lords.
When the new parliament met (25 April), the all-important
question in each house concerned its composition.   At first
there were present in the house of lords only the survivors of
the remnant who had remained faithful to the parliamentary
cause up to 1648; the peers who had inherited their titles since
that year (the 'young lords') and the peers expelled or created
since 1641 (the 'king's lords') were excluded.  Similarly, in the
commons it appeared as if those presbyterians who shared
the views of the lords would have the majority, for more than
a hundred members' elections were challenged on the ground
that they were legally barred by the provisions enacted by the
late parliament prior to its dissolution—that no royalist or son
of a royalist might be chosen.   Hence it seemed that those
would prevail who wanted to make the king accept the articles
establishing presbyterianism, to which his father had agreed
1 Clarendon State Papers9w. 714.     a Thurloe, vii. 888-95.     3 See above, p. 151.

